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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,2,4-11,13, and 1 6 have been amended and new claims 1 7-1 9 have 
been added. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Rejection based on 35 USC 112, 2 nd regarding insufficient antecedent basis has 
been withdrawn, however claims 1, 2, 9, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform to current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

For example, in "correlating conditions relating to a transmission object to said 
same channel with the processings for said transmission object", the examiner cannot 
determine the exact function(s) of this step recited to perform a proper search. As such, 
the examiner has determined the above to mean: "correlating conditions relating to a 
transmission object, to said same channel by processing the transmission object", and 
has examined the claims accordingly. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Moncreiff (US 5,828,839 A). 

INDEPENDENT: 

As per claims 1, 2, and 16, Moncreiff teaches of a communication assistance 
method performed by a communication assistance device, a communication assistance 
device, and a computer-readable recording medium on which is recorded a 
communication assistance program, used in a communication device capable of 
simultaneously carrying out two-way communication among a plurality of users sharing 
the same channel, said communication assistance device and said communication 
device residing in a user terminal, said method, device, and program comprising: 
correlating conditions relating to a transmission object to said any same channel with 
the processings (inherent) for said transmission object (see col.2, lines 8-12 & 38-44; 
and col.5, lines 31-42) and storing said conditions and processing in a storage means 
(see col.2, lines 23-26); acquiring from said communication device information relating 



Application/Control Number: 09/883,996 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2155 

to said channel in accordance with said conditions and said processings (see col .2, 
lines 40-44); prior to transmission of said transmission object to said channel, 
determining based on said acquired channel information whether said transmission 
object meets at least one of said conditions (see Fig.2; Fig.4; and col.4, lines 29-33 & 
38-43); conducting at least one of said processings on said transmission object based 
on said determination results (inherent), and sending said processed transmission 
object via said communication device to said channel (see Fig.2, #88 and col.5, lines 
31-34). 

As per claim 19, Moncreiff teaches a communication assistance method, 
comprising: correlating conditions of an object to be transmitted over a communications 
medium with processings for the object (see col.2, lines 8-12 & 38-44; and col.5, lines 
31-42); and transmitting the object over the communications medium as a processed 
object if the object meets at least one of the conditions or transmitting the object over 
the communication medium as an unprocessed object if the object fails to meet any of 
the conditions (see Fig.2, #56 or #58; and col.4, lines 38-54). 
DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 3, 1 7, and 18, Moncreiff teaches of further comprising second 
storage means storing user-dependent user information which corresponds to said 
conditions and processings (see col.4, lines 40-43), and registration means accepting 
input of said user information from a user, and storing the same in said second storage 
means (see Fig.2, #56; and Fig.5-Fig.7). 
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As per claim 4, Moncreiff teaches of further comprising second storage means 
storing user-dependent user information which corresponds to said conditions and 
processings (see col .4, lines 40-43), and registration means setting said user 
information based on said channel information, and storing the same in said second 
storage means (see Fig.2, #56; Fig.5-Fig.7; and col.5, lines 21-30 & 38-42). 

As per claim 5, Moncreiff further teaches wherein channel information that said 
acquisition means acquires from said communication device includes at least 
information specifying the channel to which said transmission object is to be sent and 
transmission content (see col.2, lines 38-44). 

As per claim 6, Moncreiff further teaches wherein channel information that said 
acquisition means acquires from said communication device includes at least 
information specifying the channel to which said transmission object is to be sent and 
transmission content (see claim 5 rejection above), and when said transmission object 
meets said condition, said execution means notifies a user of said met condition and 
transmission content, and depending on the response from the user to said notice, 
either transmits said transmission or cancels such transmission (see Fig.5). 

As per claim 8, Moncreiff teaches of further comprising second storage means 
storing attributes of a channel with which said communication device is communicating, 
wherein: said first storage means stores, as a condition, that the channel to which said 
transmission object is to be sent has an attribute (implicit: see col.1, line 66-col.2, line 
12); and said determination means determines whether said condition is met based on 
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attributes of the channel to which the transmission object is to be sent, said attributes 
being stored in said second storage means (see rejections above). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7 and 9-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Moncreiff (US 5,828,839 A). 

As per claim 7, although Moncreiff teaches of further comprising second storage 
means (see claim 3 rejection above), and a first storage means stores as a condition 
that in a channel to which said transmission object is to be sent (see claim 8 rejection 
above), and said determination means determines, based on whether or not said 
transmission object meets said condition (see claim 2 rejection above), he does not 
explicitly teach that second storage stores users classified into classifications, wherein: 
said first storage means stores as a condition, the number of users belonging to a 
classification is within a range. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive 
material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The comparing and 
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determining if the conditions are met would be performed regardless of the conditions. 
Thus this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art 
in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 
(Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ such comparing and determining within the 
system of Moncreiff by implementing storing as a condition the number of users 
belonging to a classification is within a range in said first storage and users classified 
into classification in said second storage within the communication assistance device 
because such subjective conditions would categorical compare according to the 
preference of the system designer and result in the same two determination of whether 
or not to transmit the object. Furthermore the conditions do not functionally relate to the 
steps of the method claimed. 

As per claim 9, Moncreiff teaches of further comprising second storage means 
correlating the time of the latest message included in said transmission object within 
said channel with said channel (see abstract, last sentence) and storing this correlated 
information (inherent). Moncreiff does not teach wherein: said first storage means 
stores as a condition, that a length of time has elapsed since the latest message was 
sent into the channel to which said transmission object is to be sent; and said 
determination means determines whether said transmission object meets said condition 
based on the time of the latest message in said network to which said transmission 
object is to be sent (see claim 7 rejection above). 
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As per claim 10, Moncreiff does not explicitly teach wherein, stored as a 
condition in said first storage means is, that when a communications address is 
included in said transmission content, said channel to which said transmission object is 
to be sent and said communications address belong to different computer channel, and 
said determination means determines whether said transmission object meets said 
condition based on the domain name of said communication device and the domain 
name of the information terminal providing said channel to which said transmission 
object is to be sent (see claim 7 rejection above). 

As per claim 1 1 , Moncreiff does not explicitly teach of comprising second storage 
means storing a correlation table containing degree of relevance between prescribed 
words, wherein: stored as a condition in said first storage means is, that the content of 
transmission object does not match the atmosphere of said channel to which said 
transmission object is to be sent, and said determination means seeks degree of 
relevance between earlier communication content and content of said transmission 
object based on said correlation table, and determines whether said transmission object 
meets said condition by comparing said sought degree of correlation and a reference 
value (see claim 7 rejection above). 

As per claims 12, Moncreiff does not explicitly teach wherein stored as a 
condition in said first storage means is, that the usage rate of a language in previous 
communications is within a certain range, and said determination means determines the 
usage rate of said language based on identifiers marking the beginning and end of said 
language (see claim 7 rejection above). 
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As per claim 13, Moncreiff does not explicitly teach wherein stored as a condition 
in said first storage means is, that said transmission object contains a word that another 
user has made a keyword in said channel to which said transmission object is to be 
sent, and said determination means creates beforehand a list of said keywords based 
on said acquired channel information, and based on said created keyword list, 
determines whether or not said keyword is included in said transmission object (see 
claim 7 rejection above). 

As per claim 14, Moncreiff does not explicitly teach wherein stored as a condition 
in said first storage means is, that said transmission object is not in a format, and said 
determination means determines whether said transmission object is written in said 
format or not based on the transmission object acquired from said acquisition means 
(see claim 7 rejection above). 

As per claim 15, Moncreiff does not explicitly teach wherein stored as a condition 
in said first storage means is, that any portion of a communication in previously 
transmitted object has been selected, and when said transmission object meets said 
condition, said execution means adds information indicating that said transmission 
object is a response to said selected message to said transmission object (see claim 7 
rejection above). 

NOTE: Moncreiff teaches of a condition and the step of determining that condition. By 
claiming various different conditions when the functionality remains the same, is not 
functionally distinct, and does not make the invention novel. 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-6, 8-10, and 16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. In view of the 
amendment, claims 1-6, 8, and 16-19 are rejected based on Moncreiff (\JS 5,828,839 
A). 

Moncreiff teaches of a condition related to the transmission object (message), 
and based on the condition (username and password, time zone) present the user with 
the appropriate web page (chat page). Clearly as referenced in the action above, 
Moncreiff teaches each and every broad limitation claimed. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation said communication 
assistance device and said communication device residing in a user terminal" has not 
been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A 
preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the 
purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the 
claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the process 
steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 
(CCPA 1951). Nonetheless, Moncreiff teaches of a browser (see col.1, lines 18-22), 
which clearly teaches this limitation. 

No argument has been made of the 103 rejections and therefore, for the reason 
above, claims 7 and 9-15 remain rejected. 
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Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Michael Won 




HOSAIN ALAM 
SUPERVISOR' n 'TENT EXAMINE 




April 20, 2005 



